the Unitar3ans (or a5 others now 
call us, che Sociniars) have des» 
parted from the Catho/ick DoArines of the 
Trinity and Incarnation « 1n which all other 
Seas and Denominations of Chriſtians do 
agree 3 aid contend alſo for them as Fanda- 
mental Doarines ? 

*T 1s true, Sir, that we are alone, 1h our 
Belief cr Opinion of but orlie GOD, or 
( whar is lie ſame) but one who w GOD, even 
the GOD and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt : And as we are alone, ſo we are 4 
little Flock: 1f our Reaſons were no more 
conſiderable than our Number, we ſhould 
be very contemprible ro our Oppoſers. The 
Caſe was once orherwiſez there 1s no Eccle- 
faſtical Hiſtorian but has noted the time, 
when AU the World was againſt Athanafius,and 
Athanaſius againf al the World, Bur it avails 
very lictle, that we can fay, Fri Trors, 
fuit Iliam, And that which you have de- 
manded of me, is, What are owr Reaſons 3 not 
how it has come to pats (or by what Perfe- 
cutions) we have been reduced to fo ſmall a 
Number ? 

I anſwer therefore 3 Our f-ft R2{1 is, 

© The Doarines of the Trinity and Incar- 
© nation, have no folid or good Foundation 
in Revelation, or Holy Scripture, 

A Stranger in this Controverſy, who 
hears the Sermons or reads the Books of 
ſome of our Oppolers, would think, that 
the Queſtion berwcen us and the Trinitart- 
ans 1s on cheir fide as clear in Reveiation, 
as *tis confeis'd to be on ours m1 Point of Reds 


- 


Letter of Reſolurion concerning the DoFrines 
of the 1 rinity and the Incarnation. 


” OU are pleaied, ir, to demand. 
of me the gireral Roafors 3 why 


ſon; for this is the Faulc with which chey 
continually charge as, tat we exalt Reaſon 
above Revelation ; and that we pretend, that 
a-Force, how preat ſoever, I to be put up- 
on the Wors of Revelation, rather than we 
will admit cf any DoQtrine which is contrary 
to Reaſon, 

Now, Firſt; *Tis not true, that we prefer 
our Reaſon before Revelation : On the coft 
rraty, Revelation being what GOD himſelf 
hath ſaid, either immediately, or by in- 
ſpired Perſons ; 'tis ro be preferred before 
the cleareſt Demonſtration of our Reaſon, 
Bur becaufe we cannot ſuppoſe, withour Diſ- 
reſpe& and Injury ro GOD, to his Geodneſs: 
and Veracity, that he has ſo made us that 
our Facs/t;ns thould be deceived, in what 
they clearly and 4iftinfilly perceive ; and be- 
cauſe GOD hath in Revelation frequenrly ap- 
pealed to our Faculties, to our Linderſtand- 
ing atid Reaſon; therefore we conclude, 
that what is clearly and diſtintly diſcerned 
by Reaſon as true or falſe, is ſo. And from 
thence we infer 3 char what is falſe in Reaſon, 
can never be true in Revelation, or bv Reve- 
lation, So that wharſoever in Revelatiort 
doth ſeem to contradi& Reaſon, can be no- 
thing but our Biunder 3 our unskilful injudi- 
cious and roo cloſe Adherence to rhe mere 
Letrer and Words of Revelation, 

'Tis ſo true, chart we ought to incerprer 
the moſt clear Revelation, fo as not to con- 
rradit evident Reaſon; that if we negle& 
this Rule, we ſhall oft times make Revelation 
contrary t9, and inconſiſtent wit» 'ir ſelf; as 
well as to of with Reaſon : We ſh3il be forced 
(ior Inſtance) to ſay, the Lord Chriſt is 4 
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Rac', a Way, 4 true Yitt, a Door, and twen- 
ty more ſuch different and contrary things 3 be- 
cauſe Revelation has c{early and expreſly called 
him all theſe. 

I defire therefore to know, Why our Op- 
poſers take care not ro make thermſelves con- 
remprible by maintaining *tis a Scripture-Do- 
&-ine, that the Lord Chriſt is 4 Roch, a Way, 


a true Vine, a Door; onthe Account that ſuch 


- a Doftrine, though founded on the expreſs 
Words of Holy Scripture, 1s contrary to 


Reaſon : and yet have no regard to avoid 


the Impuration of Folly, Incogitance and 
Inadyertence, by contending this is 4 Scrip- 
ture-Doftrine, which is no leſs contrary to Rea- 
ſon and natural Light ; even this, that there 
are three Almighty and Infinice Perſons, and 
yet but one GOD. No Man ever had by Na- 
7ure or Reaſon, nor can have any other Noti- 
on of Three Gods, bur only this 3 Three Infi- 
nite and Almighty Perſons, Is it ſuppoſable, 
that GOD ſhould give forth contrary Manife- 
ſtations of himſelf? that he ſhould teach us 
by Natzre and Reaſon, to apprehend one 
GOD as but one Almighty and Infinice Per- 
ſon 3 and yer command us by Revelation to 
believe, one GOD is Three ſuch Perſons ? 
Or can we our ſelves obey contrary Com- 


mands, or believe contrary Manifeſtations,. 


concerning the ſame thing, at the ſame 
rime ? 

This Foundation being laid, we ſay, Three 
Divine Perſons, an Almighty Father, an Al- 
mighty Son, and an Almighty Spirit, diſtin& 
from both, being in Reaſon and common Senſe 
bur the Periphraſis and Circumlocution for 
Three Gods; ſo that we can have no other 
Conception of Three Gods, but only Three 
ſuch Perſons: that Revelation which (by 
Confeſhon of all Parties) obliges me to be- 
lieve bur one GOD; can never be ſuppoſed 
ro require me to believe Three Almighty 
Perſons. 

So alſo, Reaſon aſſuring me, that the Diſ- 
proportion between Infinire and Finite is 
ſuch, that they can never be commenſurate, 
or made one and the ſame : That Revelation, 
or Holy Scripture,which tells me GOD 15 inte 
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finice ; that the Heaven of Heautns contains him 
z0t 3 cannot be interpreted or underſtood as 
bidding me believe, that a Perſon who is 
GOD or an Infinite Perſon (and ſuch, they 
ſay, every Perſon of the Trinity is) can be 
Whole azd Al{ Incarnate, that is, united and 
commenſurate to a finite Man. 

We abide, Sir, by this Argument 3 here 
we fix our Foot, never to be removed : that 
the Inconfiſtence of the Trinity, and the In- 
carnation with Reaſon and natural Knowledg, 
being undeniably evident, therefore thoſe 
DoQrines can have no real Foundation in Di- 
vine Revelation, that is to ſay, in Holy 
Scripture, 

Bur, Secondly, As we conſider that thongh 
Revelation is ro be preferred before Reaſon ;- 
and always interpreted by Reaſon, for the Cauſes 
already given : ſo we cannot bur profeſs our 
ſelves ſurprized, that any ſhould have the 
Coufidence to pretend, that there is clear and 
expreſs Revelation, on behalf of the Trinity 
and Incarnation ? In the Name of Wonder, 
what do theſe Gentlemen mean by exprefs 
and c/ear Revelation : do they mean thar they 
have found out ſome Texts, which dire&ly 
and expreſly ſay, There is a Trinity of Divine 
Perſons, who are but one GOD; or which ſay, 
The Son or ſecoud Perſon of the Trinity was incar- 
nate ? If they have any ſuch Texts to pro- 
duce z we ſhall grant them, they have an ex- 
preſs Revelation tor thoſe Dofrines. Bur in 
very Deed they-mean no ſuch thing : bur by 
ciear and expreſs Revelation they mean whar 
was never meant by any but themſelves ;. 
nor by themſelves in any other Caſe or Que- 
ſtion, bur this of the Trinicy. They mean, 
rhe Trinity and Incarnation are provable, by 
ccreain moſt remote and ſtrained Conſequences, 
from ſome ſuch Texts of Revelation or Scrip- 
ture; as either are of ſuſpe&ed Avrhority and 
Credit in the Original, among the Learned of 
cheir own Party. or are denied by the 
Learnedeſt of their own fide, to be truly 
tranſlated ,. or fivally are interpreted by their 
own principal Criticks, in ſuch manner as 
Socimans and Lnitarians interpret them, 
Whar 15 this but. to ſay, that is an expreſs Re-. 
velation, 


velation, which is only an harſh and douber. 
ful Conſequence, framed by themſelves ; and 
that is a clear Revelation for cheſe Dofrines, 
which the beſt and moſt knowing of their 
own Party interpret to a contrary Senſe ? 
Perhaps, Sir, you may be a little ſurpriſed 
at what I here affirm: bur ſoiris, and I 
make challenge ro any of our Oppoſers to 
convict me of Falſhood ; thar there is no 
Text of Holy Scripture alledged for the Tri- 
nity or Incarnation, which all che Catholich 
Doors, and ſome or other of che moſt di- 
ſcerning and eminent Inrerprerers and Cri- 
ticks of the Proteſtants, haye not acknow- 
ledged, that 'tzs not to the purpoſe of the Trinity 
- or Incarnation. The Texts that are cited for 
the Trinity or Incarnation, are eicher our 
of the Old Teſtament, or out of the New. 
As tothe Texts of che Old Teſtament, the 
Learned among our Oppoſers (of all Per- 
ſuaſions) laugh at thoſe that pretend ro find 
the Trinity or the Incargation, in the Books 
of the Old Teſtament : *Tis univerſally a- 
greed among the more Learned Trinicarians, 
that (ro uſe the Words of an Author and 
Book, licenſed by the famous Faculty of the 
Sorbon) Ex wetert Teſtamento -nibil preter un- 
bras, 3,e, * There js nothing urged for the 
© Trinity out of any Book or Books of the 
£Old Teſtament, bur mere Umbrages and 
© Shadows, F. Salabert, Hereſ, domite, par, 
244, | 
Then for the New Teſtamenr, all the Ca- 
tholick Doors. own, what D. Petavirs (rhe 
moſt learned Writer of the moſt learned 0r- 
der among them) has thought fit to expreſs 
in cheſe Words. © They that would prove 
« the Trinity our of only the Words of Scrip- 
© rure, without raking to cheir Aid the 
© Churches Interpretation and Authority, $- 
«gant plus ſatis, & ſuo artificio vincuntur, i, e, 
«£ They ſwear to no purpoſe; and are beaten 
«ar their own Weapon (S%riptwe) by their 
© Adverſaries the Socinians and Arlans, D, 
Pitav. de Trin, l. 3. CG 1s þ. 9. 
Proteſtants indeed have been ſomewhat 
more careful of ſuch free and general Ac- 
kuowledgmets z becauſe chey know there is 
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no truſting to Tragition, and the Authority of 

the Fachers 3 on which the Catho.ic&s- (fo 

called) wholly relie in theſe Queſticrs, 
. Notwithſtanding, even Protejtants have, a- 
mong them, given up to us, all chetr Scrip- 
ture-Strengths, That Text cagnor be na- 
med, which ſome or other of the Learned» 
eſt Proteſtants have nor, cither interpreted 
as tis interpreted by Socinians and Arians 
or expreſly ſaid, *rwas not intended by the 
inſpired Author concerning the. Incarnation - 
or Trinity, or any Perſon therein, I demand 
ſuch a Text of our Oppoſers ; and do here profeſs, 
that if they name it not, "tis becauſe they carnot. 

I will leave it here wich you, Sir, Whe- 
ther thzs firſt be not a juſt Exception to theſe 
Dodrines: even this, that they have no 
ſufficient Foundation in Holy Scripture, by 
Confeſſion of the moſt and rhe learnedeſt of 
our Oppoſers ; and that being evidently falſe 
in Reaſon, they cannor poſlibly be true in Dij- 
vine Revelation or Scripture. 

Our Second Reaſon againſt them, is 3 

© There has never yer been any Apology ar 
© Defence made (nor can be) for the confeſs'd 
*Inconſiſtency of theſe Dofrines with Reg- 
*ſon; bur what is equally applicable to the 
© Tranſuoſtantiation, "or -any other abſurd and 
© ;mpoſlible Do&rine. | 

Our Oppoſers being ſenſible, how great a 
Prejudice *ris ro their Cauſe, that their Do- 
arines are ſodireQly contrary to Reaſon, ſo 
utterly inconſiſtent with our natural Know- 
ledg and congenir Notions; which were gj- 
ven us by GOD to be Teſts or Touch-ſtones, 
whereby to diſcern Truth from Falſhood : 
they have therefore rurned rhemſfelves all 
ways, to find a Remedy for this Evil. 

The Sm and Force of what they have been 
obſerved to ſay, cither in their Books or Ser- 
Ns, 1s as follows. © The Trinity and In- 
* Carnation are indeed ircomprehenfible My- 

* ſteries : bur Almighty God hath a Right ro 
* require of us, to believe on his Word what 
5 we do not comprehend or underſtand. He 
© has already poſed us with divers Myſteries 
* and (ſeeming) ContradiQions to our Rea- 
*fon and Capacities, jn fitire, viſitle ard 
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* ordinary Obje&s 3 thereby to prepare and 
© diſpoſe us, ro receive with an humble 
* Faith, whar he ſhall pleafe to reveal in his 
* Word, concerning Obje&s inviſible and in- 
* finice. Whatſoever is matter of pure and 
* mere Revelation, is not to be judged by ei- 
*ther Reaſon or Sexſe: concerning ſuch 
* rhings rhere is a Neceſſicy to acquieſce in 
© Revelation only 3 ' how unaccountable and 
*wonderſul ſoever they may ſeem, And if 
. *Revelarion is ſo expreſs and clear concern- 
*1ing them; that we would believe, were it 
*not for their (ſuppoſed) ContradiRion to 
© Reaſon: in that cate Reaſon muſt ſubmit ro 
*Revelation; elſe we fall! into the horrible 
©both Impiety and Foolery, of giving the 
©Lie to Gad, and preferring our Knowledp 
. ©before his. Whar is the Union of rhe Soul 
*with the Body ? how do the Parrs of Mart- 
©rer hold together ? are Bodies made up of 
© diviſible Parts, or of indiviſible? If we 
©cannot anſwer theſe, and divers ſuch !ike 
*Queftions, withour involving our ſelves in 
© great Difficulties, and even in ContradiQi- 
* ons: Why do we wonder, that there may 
*be ſome Cireming) Conraditons, in what 
© we are taught about the Divine Nature, or 
*GOD? Which of the Artribures of GOD 
© 15 not as incomprehenſible, as the Trinity 
*or the Incarnation? Do we comprehend 
©GOD's Eternity, by which he poſſefes erer- 
* nal Life, all at once; or his Immenſity, by 
© which he is whole and at prefent in every 
© Point of Space ? Can a finite Mind com- 
© prehend Infinite Wiſdom, Infinite Juſtice, 
© jofinice Power, or ought elſe that Is 1nti- 
© nit* ? 
£ How many have been as confident, that 
©rhe very Notion of a Spirit implies a Con- 
«tradi&ion 3 and thar *cis not poſſible there 
© ſhould be Antipodes : as any Unitarian can 
©he; that the Tinity is a Contradition to 
<Reaſon, and the Incarnation impoſſible ? 
£ This ſhould make us cautious and modeft ; 
<ir ſhould ſerve to inſtru us, that 'tis eaſy 
© far us to miſtake our own Shallownefs, and 
£ our Errors, for Impofſibilities ang Con- 
5 tragi&ions ro true Reaſon, 
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* Finally, As hot as tlie Unitarians are a- 
© oainſt Myſteries, and incomprebenfible things; 
* rhemſeives, for all that, advance as many 
*and as great, as thoſe which rhey oppoſe. 

You know, Sir, thar I have clſewhere 
anſwer'd particularly ard ſeverally, to all 
the Parts of this Defence : bur here I will 
be content to anſwer in general z that what 
will prove roevy thing, will prove nothing, This 
Defence or Proof will ſerve as well for the 
Tranſubſtantiation, or any orher abſurd and 
impoſſible Do&rine, as for the Trinity or 
Incarnation. 

Iam reſolyed to keep cloſe to clear and ex- 
preſs Revelation; therefore our Saviour him- 
ſelf having ſaid expreſly, that he is "Awmr- 


AG- a2anSwn, tha true Vine, John 1g.1, I 


mainrain thar as *cwas certain by Senſe to 
thoſe who converſed with him, thar he was 
a true and very Mas, ſo 'tis certain by Revt- 
lation that he was alſo a true and very Vize. 
© That any Perſon ſhould be a true Man and 
© yer a true Vine, is indeed a! i1comprebnſible 
* Myſtery : bur Almighry God hath a Right to 
* require of us, to believe on his Word, what 
© we cannot comprehend or underfiand, He 


* hath already poſed us with divers Myſteries 


©and (feeming}) Contradiious, in viſible 
©and ordinary Objeats, both of Senfe and 
© Reafon : thereby co prepare and diſpoſe us, 
© re receive with an humble Faith, what him- 
© ſc]f ſhould reveal in his Word. That the 


<Lord Chriſt is a true Man, and at the fame 


©time a true and very Vine, 1s a Point of pure 
© and mere Revelation; and no way knowable 
© by Senſe or Reaſon : therefore as to his Vi- 
© x2y Nature we ought to acquieſce in Reve- 
© [ation, wirhourt further Scruple or Inquiry, 
©The Revelarton concernig it, is ſo clzar and 
© expreſs, I am dumaO- dnnSwy, the trat 
*Vine; that to quarrel with. this Doarine, 
<i5 ro give the Lie to God, and prefer our 
©Knowledg before his. What 1s the Union 
© of rhe Soul with the Body? How do the 
© Parts of Matter hold together ? Are Bodies 


© made up of divifible Parts, or of 1ndiviti-" 


© le? Tf we cannor anſwer to theſe and iuch 
© ltke Queſtions ; without involying our ſelves 
| _= 
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* ja great Difficulties, and even in Contra- 
© ditions : Why do we admire that there 
* may be ſome (ſeeming) ContradiRions, 1n 
* our Lord Chrifts being both a Man and a 
© Vine? Ds we better comprehend, how 
<GOD pollefſes eternal Life ail at once; or 
© how he is whol? aud all preſent to every fe- 
© vera! Point of Space : than we apprehend, 
© how the Lord Chriſt may be botha Man 
anda Vine? Who can comprehend infinite 
s Wiſdom, infinite Juſtice, or ought elſe 
© chat is infinire ? but if we do nor compre- 
© hend thoſe Artribures, why do we pretend 
©ro comprehend the Extent. of infinite Pow- 
cer; or toſay of ir, Hitherto ſhalt thou com, 
« z1d 10 ſurther ; rhou canſt make a Man or a 
© Yine, but canſt not make an bwnane Vine, 


©or a Vinty Man? How many have been as 
< confident, that the very Notion of 4 Spirit 


© implies a Contradi?on to our Reaſon 3 and 
©that there can poſſibly be no Antipodrs : as 
© any Anti-Scripturaſt and !delater of Reaſon can 
© be, that "tis a Gontradiion and impoſh- 
© ble, that a Man ſhould be a true Vine, and 
©2 Vine 24 true Man? This ſhould make us 
© cautions and modeſt ; it fhould ferve toin- 
© ſtru&us, thar *cis eaſy for us to miſtake our 
© own Shallowneſs and Errcrs, for Impoſiibi- 
© lities and Contradiato | rrue Reaſon, 
* And as hot as ſome (mayy perchance) be 
© againſt chis Scripture-MyRtery, that a Man 
©is borh a Man and a Vine 3 chemtclves find 
6 oreater Myſteries in the ſame Holy Scrip- 
<rure. *Tis (for Example) a greacer Leap 
© from Finite to Infinite, and from Man to 
©God ; than from Man to Vine downwards, 
< or from Vine to Man upwards: whatever 
< Explication will make the former of rheſc 
© bur poſſible, will make etther of the 0+ 
© ther rwo 24/y. We ſhall have no Dithculty 
© in apprehendingz thar a Man may be a 
© Yine, anda Vive a Man ; if we can get bur 
<the Glimpſe of a Conception, how a Man 
© may be GOD, or GOD a Man; or huw 
© there can be ſuch a Perſon as GOD-MAN, 
If vou tell me, Sir, thac this Parallel 1s 
ſomewhat roo li2h: in fo ſcrious and grave 4 
Queſtion, a: thar d<pending bezween us and 


the Trinitarians ; I muſt increat you to ſhow 
me, where I have made a falſe 5tep : for if 
I have made none, I muſt rake leave to ich 
you; the Parallel is no more Hght than che 
Dodrines which gave occafion ro 2r, Mean 
and childiſh Errors are never ſo <ficcfiaally 
aud fucceſsfully dereted 3 as by the moſt fa- 
miliar and eaſy Parallels : and he that makes 
the Compariſon, is not to be blamed ; but 
he or they that gave the Occaſion of it. E 
think the Parallel I have made, ſerves to 
ſhow, that we are nev-r to talk of clexr Re 
velation or expreſs R:velation, in Excuſe or 
Defence of abſurd Dofrines : but that 'cis 
neceſlary to interpret all both Speech atd W4- 
tg; in Confiſtence with common Senſe and 
our natural Knowledg, In fine, it ſerves to 
eſtabliſh chis Rule 3 if che Perſon ſpeaking or 
writing, & fallible, we muſt try the Truch of 
what is ſaid or written, by Reaſon 2 but if he 
is infallible, "cis always his meaning, that we 
ſhould interpret what he hath (aid or wricten, 
by that Reaſon and according to thoſe natu- 
ral Notions, which he hath beftowed an us 
chiefly for that purpoſe, 

I paſs to our Third Reaſon, or third Ex- 
ception, againſt theſe Docrines, 
© Theſe Dodrines are as litcle conſiſtant 
© with Pizty roward GOD ; as they are with 
© Reafon and with natarail Knowledg, 

Pizty (in proper Speaking) is that part 
of rhe Chriſtians Duty, which he owes to 
GOD, And though rhe Goodneſs of GOD 
had divers other Eza's ( Ends reſpeRing the 
Comfort and Good of his Creatures) why he 
was pleaſed ro make what he hath made : 
yet ic becomes us ro eſteem and regard Pic- 
ty, or our Duty and Service to GO); as the 
g1:at. End that we ought ro purſue, 

The chief Parts or Branches of Piety, are 
Praij*, Love, Faith, Devotion, Obedience, Ler 
ns ſee what Agreement theſe,or any of theic, 
have with the DoQrincs of which weare 
diſcourſing. 

I. The reſpeRtul and chankful Recogniti- 
on, boch in our Minds,and by our Words, 
of the Works of God, and of his Diuvins At- 
tribstts; 15 what all Men call the Praif of 

GOD, 
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GOD. But doth ke or ſhe thus praiſe GOD, 
who aſcribe his Works, Creation, Confer- 
vation, Miracles, all providential As, ro 
any other Perſon or Perſons befides him, 
-who is indeed the Author of rhem ? Bur 
when befides this, we give to the Gods of our 
own devifng, the Glory of all che incommu- 
nicable Atrributes, even infinite and underived 
Wiſdom, Juſtice, Power and Goodneſs 
when we affirm, that in all theſe Properties 
they are equal to the ſupream Father and 
GOD of Gods : what farther Detrattion from 
his Praiſe can be conceived, but abſolute A- 
cheiſm ? 

2, For the LOVE of GOD. - How can we 
love the true God, in ſuch manner as he re- 
quires, with all the Heart, and all the Soul, 
and all the Mind ; if we have, and profeſs 
alſo to have as . much Love for rwo other 
Perſons, as for him who 1s the only true and 
legitimate Obje& of our higheſt Love ? If we 
confider that Love which we owe-ro GOD, 
an irs Cauſes; they are his ſupream Excel- 
tence, and his Merit and Deſert towards us : 
if in its Effe&s they are a Conformity to his 
Will ; a Readineſs, - Proneneſs and Defire to 
ſuffer the extremeſt-Evils, for: his Sake and 
Service. If therefore this Love be tranſ- 
ferred, if it be communicated to other O:- 
zeas, beſides that one to which we owe it : 
We do thereby and therein aſcribe to them his 
Excellence; we impure to them his Merit 3 
we pay to them his Dues. Is it.no Implety, 
or rather is itnot a deadly Wound to true 
Picty, thus. ro miſplace the Propenfions of 
our Minds, the AfﬀeQtions of our Hearts, the 
Liſe and Service of our whole Man ? 

3. Ido nor ſay, How lame, but what a Mor- 
ſer is that Faith, 'that is made up of contra- 
diffoy Parts; of Propoſitions that deſtroy 
one another ; of ſuch Inconfiſtencies, that 
in ſaying and affirming -one, you (eirier 
cxpreſly or imp!icitly?) 'deny the other ? 

In their Do&rine of the Incarnation they 
tell us 3 41 infinite Perſon is-whote and all united 
ro a finite Man, Is nor this a contradictory 
Faith? doth ir not confound Infinite wich F1- 
nice, and make them'ro be all ane ? doth 1c 


not deſtroy all the Demonſtrations of Geome- 
try; and thereby contradi& both our rational 
Faculties and our Senſes ? 

Their Poarine of the Trinity is, in ſhorr, 
this. There are three Infinite, Almighty, 
All-wiſe Perſons, three eternal Beings, three ab- 
ſolutely-perfe& Spirits, and yer but one GOD, 
Is not this a contradidffory Faith ? Doth it nor 
deſtroy our natural Ideas, our congenit Noti- 
ors 2 For whar- are three Gods, but three 
ſuch Perſons : and what is the Idea, Notion 
or Conception of but oze God, which is na- 
rural and congenit to every-Man 3 but 072 
Infittire Almighty All-wiſe Perſon, one eternal 
Being, ont abſolutely perfe& Spirit 2 

As to the late Attempts of ſome, to ſari(- 
fy (in part) theſe Difficulties : you know, 
Sir, how vain and fruitleſs rhey have been. 
Dr. Wallis faith, the three ' Divine Perſons 
are only three Modes (that is, three Qyali- 
fications, or three Reſpetts of GOD towards 
his Creatures) and they make one GOD as 
Underſtanding, Will and Memory make one Soul. 
Bur this, faich Dr, Sherlock, is both Non-ſenſt 
and Hereſy. How doth Dr. Sherloch mend the 
matter ? Why he hath advanced an Expli- 
cation of 'the Trinity, which Dr. Wa#kzs and 
other Orthodox Men have, in Print, con- 
demned as Tritheiſm ; that is, as introducing 
chree Gods; a far worſe Hereſy than Socini- 
aniſm. And thereupon they tell Dr, Sherlock, 
in Print alſo: * That though he hath nor 
© been counted a Fool, yer ic may become 
Fa wiſe Man to- change his Opinion, In a 
Word, they have (in civil Latguage) in- 
vited him roa Recartation, 

4. How 1s DEVOTION (another princi- 
pal Inſtance of Pizty) diſturbed, by ſuch a 
ſtrange and unaccountable Obje& of it? De- 
votion 15 ſenſeleſs and jrrational ;z if the Ob- 
je& to be adored and worſhipped, be not 
conceived by it, Bur ſuch of Neceſſity muſt 
be che Worſhip and Devotion of Trinicarj- 
ans; if 1n their Prayers they keep to their. 
Belief. For they may talk of a Trinity 3 bur 
themſelves will nor pretend, thar chey can 
think 1t : they can have no Conception of ir, 
no more than of Words without Senſe. We 

have 
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have-ſcen very lately, : that thoſe who- have 
iadeavoured to make Senſe of this (as the 

call it) Myſtery, or to repreſent it as a poſh. 
ble and intelligible thing 3 not only accuſe one 
another of Arey, and demand a *Recantation, 
bur are generally diſclaimed by their own 
Party. The Party ic {elf (if you mean there- 
by the general Body of Trinitarians) are for 
a Trinity which no Man undirflands; or ought 
to pretend to give other Account of ir, than 
that *tis an incomprehenſible Myſtery 3, and this 
Trinity they call their GOD. And thus by 
their own Confeſſion, that Blame and Repri- 
mand which our Saviour gives to the Samari- 
fans, is equally applicable ro them ;_ and 
whar he ſaith of himſelf and the Fews, is ve- 
rified in the Uuitarians : 7 worſhip ye know 
not what : we know what we worſhip, Johu 4. 
22, 

5. As to Obedience the laſt part of our 
Pitty rowards GOD, and the moſt neceflary : 
the Obligation to it, and all occaſion for it 
1s wholly taken away, by the Doarine of the 
T:carnation, and the Superitrution which 
Trinitarians build thereon. 

- They ſay, GOD the Sox being incarnate in 
our Nature, did by his ative Righteouſneſs 
fulfil for #5 all Obedience, By his Sufferings in 
this Life, his Death and Deſcent into Hell 
(which rhings they call his Paſſive Righteouſ- 
ns) : He more than exhauſted all chat Pu- 
nihment, that is or can be due to Sin, What- 
ſoever he did, was (they ſay) for 5; and 
his Righreouſneſs was meritorious of Heaven 
for never ſo many Sinners :; and whar he ſuf- 
fered was in our ſtead alſo; and one Drop of 
his Blood was - ſufficient ro ranſom a thou- 
fand Worlds from the Demerir of their Sins : 
that is, from Kell and all other Puniſhments, 
The manifeſt Conſequences of tlieſe Do- 
Erines, aretheſe : (1.) Goſpel-Obedience, 
good Works, (or a good Life) 4rein us un- 
neceſſary and ſupertiuous; , ſome. of. rtiem 
have faid, burtful and dangerous to Juſtificati- 
on and Salvation. (2.) Heaven 1s ſo much 
every Sinner's juſt Due and Debt from GOD, 
withour any Amendment or Newneſs of Life 
on their Parts, that GOD would be w11s/t in 


giving chem no more, it more could be gj- 
ren, (3-) GOD ſhould be uighteous, It 
he puniſh'd Men for.Sin, though unrepented 
of ; becauſe we have in Chriſt our Repreſen- 
ratiye,. both fulfilled all Righteaufneſs, and ſofe 
fered-and paid a more than ſufficient Price of 
Redemprion. or nel 38 eras th 
T.he notorious Decay of Chriſtian Pitty in all 
Places and: Ages, ſince theſe Dofrines have 
prevailed, plainly ſhows, That theſe are nor 
ſpeculative Conſequences only, bur ſuch real 
Conſequences, as do much influence the 
PraQiice of moſt Men, One may know and 
be aſſured, rhar 'cis rheſe Conſequences and 
this Belief, which bolſters Men up in their 
wicked Courſes ; becauſe theſe are the things 
that comfort and ſupporr ſuch, at their 
Deaths. The greateſt of Sinners go away 
with Peace of Mind. on the RefleQion and 
Confideracion of the infinice Merits and Sati[- 
ſation of GOD their Redeemer. They have 
not, nor canout-fin his Satisfaftion and De-- 
ſerts, and applying both co chemſelves by vt- 
litving ia him; that is, by believing he me- 
rited and ſuffered for them in particular ; rhere- 
fore they depart, aſſuredly expe&ing c£ 
GOD the Rewards that are appointed to oply 
Innocence and W:!l-doing. : 

I pray, Sir, deſire your Friends who find 
Faulr wich us, for reviving (as they fay) »:- 
neceſſary Queſtions, to rake it into 1erious 
and impartial Conſideration z Whether Do- 
QArines that have theſe Conſequences, and 
alſoare ſuch Hindrances of che other Branches 
of Piety, ought nor ro,be again (and again) 
examined, whether they are (or can be}. 
rrue? 

The Fowth Reaſon againit them is this ; 

© They have crumbled the Chriſtian 
©Church, into innumerable and unreconci- 
* lable FaQtions and Parries ; ſo thar there is 
© no poſlible' way of reſtoring Peace, bur by 
«© rerurning tathe Belizf atid Projeim. of rhe 
© Unity of God; | 

Next to Godlinefs or Pity, the Peace of 
the Chriſtian Churches ſhould be che Wiſh 
and Indeavour of every Chriſtian Man,. Bur 
the DoQrines under Conſideration, have fa 

; | _ divided 


divided the Churches called afrer the Name 
of Chriſt ; that there is no Agreement bur a- 
mong thoſe Profeſſors, who believe there is 
bur one GOD, or but one who is God. The 
Orthodox (as they call rthemfclves) are fo 
multifarionſty divided, that they are nor (per- 
haps) ten of them in a Party, The whole 
Mobile indeed of them gounder che common 
Name of Trimtariansz; and the Trinity and 
Incarnarcion are the general Teſts of Ortho- 
doxy, among them ; bur this is 2" Orthodory 
only of Names and Words; for in interpreting 
thoſe Words and Names, I douht very mnch, 
whether there are fer of them rhat are of a 
Mind, And che Difſent among them 1s fo 
bicter and unreconciiable, that the 424the- 
mas fly as thick and faſt at one anorher, as ar 
the Uniearians, As many Parties as they 
are, each Parry 1s heretical, and ina Scate of 
Damnation, in the Opinion of all che reſt. 
Their Diviſions do reſpe& ſome of chem the 
DoErine of the Trinicy ; and fome the In- 
carnation: I will reckon them up as they 
ſhall occur to my Mind ; wirhout regarding 
that Merhod which might be gtven to Er- 


ror, 

1. The firft Difference is about the Fili%gz 
or whether the Holy Spirit proceeds from 
the Father only, or from the Farher and the 
Son ? This Quarrel divides them into two 
great and almoſt equal Parties; into the 
Church of the Eaſt, and the Church of the 
Weſt. The Eaftern Church, that is to ſay, 
all 4fiz and Africa, Greece, and the Iſlands of 
the Archipelago, all Muſcovy, and rhe Pro- 
vinces of Nyricum, a good Part of Pol2nd, and 
ſome Part of Hungary; all theſe maintain, 
that the Holy Spirit proceeds from the Fa- 
ther only. Bur the Weſtern Church, thar is, 
all the Roman Catholich Nations, and all the 
Reformed or Proteſtants, contend that the 
Spirit procceds from the Farher and from the 
Son. There is no Trinitarian bur 1s in one 
of theſe Parciesz and conſequently none of 
them, but whois an hiretick and ina Stare of 
Dainnation, inthe Judgment and Opinion of 
rhe one Moyety or half of his Fellow-Trini- 
earians,, But becauſe this damning ef one 


anorher, upon this Difference between them, 
has been of late {o confidently denied by Dr. 
Walz and Dr, $h:r{ock ;, Tam obliged ro take 
norice of the publick Declarations of cheſe 
ewo Churches, againſt one another, The 
whole W273 Church, ta the firſt Canon of 
the ſecond general Council of Lig:s, fairh, 
Dammanma & riprobamss, &c, i, e, *we 
* darnn and reprobarte all fuch as preſume to 
* defy, that rhe Holy Spirit dorh 2ternally pro- 
*ceed from rhe Father and fron the Son, 
On che other Hand the Eaſtern Church excom- 
muzicates as Sciſmaricks and Hereticks all the 
Latins (fe they call the Weſtern Churches 
whiclt hold the Filioque 3 or rhat the Spiric 
proceeds from the Farher 4nd jr6n the Son) 
on every Holy Tyurſday, and all other princi- 
pal Holy-days. F. Simon Crit. Hiſt, of the 
Religions of the Eaſt, p. 15, 17. | 

_ 2. Theferwo mighty Patries are again fub- 
divided, into a great maty fatious Diffe- 
rences, Into tholt (for inſtance} who teach, 
rhar but one Perſon of cheir (fuppoſed) Tri- 
niry was incarnate 5 and thoſe who contend 
that the whole Trinicy was incarnate. 

3. Into thoſe who fay, all the Perſons in 
the Trinity are equal; and rhoſe who (on 
the contrary) aſcribe to the Father a Prero- 
gative and Superiority, above the other rwo 
Perfons ; 4 Saperioricy not only -uEews of 
.Order, and S107 of Dignity, but Svya- 
wes of Power, 

- 4+ Into thoſt who ſay the Son is 4vriS5s©, 
3.e, hath utderived Godhead, or is GOP of 
himſelf; and foe chat hold he 1s GOD of GOD, 
chat is, deriverh from the Father, Being, Life 
and Godhead, 

5. Into thoſe who ſay the Son is ſothe Wil © 
dom of the Father, that he is the Wiſdom by 
whith Fht Fathtr is wiſe; and into thoſe who 
deny this, as little detrer chan Blaſphemy 3 
becauſe "tis as much as ro fy, that the Fa- 
ther - (without the Son) is *Avz5 and d7.cy2c, 
irrational and unwiſe. 

6. In what Senſe the three Perſons are 
conſubftantial (that is, have the ſame Sub- 
ſtance or Eſſence, or Nature) doth unrecon- 
cilably divide them 3 rhe Ancients from the 
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Moderns, and the Moderns from one another. 
One Party faith, Father, Son, and Spirir, 
are generically (or if you will ſpecifically) con- 
ſubſtantial 3 that is, as three Men are con- 
ſubſtantial ro one another, becauſe all of 
them partake of the ſame ſpecifich Nature, 
even the humane; or as three Guineas are 
conſubſtancial, being all of them Gold. The 
contrary Party faith, the Divine Perſons are 
#4merically conſubſtanrial, 3. e. do all ſubfiſt 
in the ſz!j-ſame Subſtance or Efſence : as Un- 
derftanding, Will and Memory, fubſiſt in 
one and the ſame Soul. 

7. They diſpute, whether upon the In- 
carnation of the Son, the Lord Chriſt became 
ewo Perſons 3 or was only one Perſon, whom 
they call by a compound and moxftrous Name 
Seeydewnns, or GOD-MAN, If the latter 
of rheſe, the Virgin Mary was Szorrxos, Mo- 
they of God ;, if the other, ſhe was only yerce- 
Tos, Mother of b 

8. Beſides the Diſpute abour the -Perſons, 
there is a great Controverſy _— chem, 
abour the Natures in the Lord Chriſt. The 
Evutychian Trinitarians fay, the Lord Chriſt 
hath bur one Nature 3 the reſt of them 
(called Melchites) affirm two diſtin& Na- 
rures, an humane as well as a divine. 

9. 'Tis controverted among them, whe- 
ther in Conſequence of the Incarnation of 
the Sox or WORD, there followed two Wills 
and two Adtions in the Lord Chriſt 5 or on- 
ly one Aion and one Will? Alfo, 

10, Whether by Virtue of the Incarnati- 
on, the Body of the Lord Chrift became in- 
corruprible, and exempt from humane Aﬀe- 
Rions and Paſſions; or not? Farther, 

11. Whether the humane Nature of 
Chriſt, being perſonally unired to the Sox or 
WORD, were not by Virtue of that Union 
Omniſcient ; knowing even when the Day of 
Judgment (hall be ? 

12. Whevher this Propoſtion be Ortho- 
dox, or on the contrary the Seed of the De- 
»1, one Perſon of the Bleſſed Trinity hath 
{»ffered for us ? 

13. Wherher the Son and Spirit have been 
once gervratsd and breathed, and thatfrom all 


Eternity; or whether they are (nt; 112% and 
always begotren and breathed ? 

14. They all agree, rhat there are three 
Divine Perſons : but ro make this no Apree- 
ment, they are divided in explaining what 
is ro be underſtood by che Word Pirſo1s. 
Some ſay, the three Perſons are three Proper- 
ties of the Divine Nature, But theſe agree 
nor ; ſome making them to be Properties in 
the ſame nmr! Nature, Others cake them 
to be di{cretive Properties in the ſpecifick Na- 
rure. Others fay, the chree Per/2xs are three 
Modes of Subfiſtence, or three Relations, or 
chree Reſpets of GOD rowards his Crea- 
tures, or three Operations, Orhers affirm 
the three Perſozs tro be ſo many ſeveral or 
diſtin& intelefiual Beings and Spirits ; as di- 
ſtin& from one another as three humane Per- 
ſons (or three Men) are. 

Is. To add now no more. They require 
us to believe, that. three Almighty Perſons 
are but one God : bur in what Senſe or Man- 
ner, three ſuch Perſons make one GOD, is 
not only diſputed amoug them; bur they 
are here alſo Apoſtares and Herericks to one 
another. Some reſolve this Myſtery (as rhey 
call ic) by an Unity or Oneneſs of AﬀeRion, 
Will and Deſign, betweenthethree Perſons:: 
as St. Pal, ſpeaking of himſelf and 4polios, 
faith, He that planteth, and be thay watereth, 
are one, 1 Cor. 3. 8. Others ſay, the Son 
and Spirit are one GOD with the Father, 
by their moſt perfe& Subordinarion or Sub- 
jection to him ; All three making but one 2Mtr- 
narchy, are therefore (aid to be bur ons 


GOD. 


Again, fome ſay, the three Perſons are 
one GOD by their Emperichoreſis, or In-being 
in one another, * But others by Empericho- 
refis, or being in one another, underſtand only 
this, that the Relation of Father fuppoſerh 
and includerh” that of Sor, and vice wirſi 5 
and nor that by #2 impoſſible rea! Tn-bring, 
the chree Divine Perſons are as it were ming- 
led, an fo confounded. 

We have been told by others, that rhe 
chree Perfons are three diſſnR Minds apd 
Spirits 3 and chat the only poſſible Union of 

B Spirits 
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Spirits is mutual Conſciouſneſs : So that (in 
ſhort) the rhree Divine Perſons are one 
GOD, as. (or becauſe) they arc intimately 
conſcigus to.one anothers. Thoughts and Aft1- 
ans.. 

' Finally, Some. fay, the three Perſons are 
ane GOD; by their all having the ſame »#- 
mical Efſence or Subſtance, 

There are, Sir, you ſee, no fewer than 
Sfreen Diviſions among our Oppoſers 3 each 
DiviGon conſiſting of two Parties ar. the 
leaſt, ſome of them of four or. five. So 
there arc in all about forty Parties of chem ; 
of which incomparably the greater Number 
are Heretichs and dammed to all the other Par- 
ries among them.. Give me leave to make 
two Qbſervations hereupon, 

C1.) The great and common Boaſt of Tri- 
bicarians, even their Number on the Account 
of which they preſume to call themſelves the 
Catholick (or Uziverſal) Church, is merely 
a.,Boaſt. Ir may be (nor untruly): aid; 
They are the leaſt of. Parties, that eyer : pro- 
fefſed a Religion. To comprehend this, Sir, 
you necd only ſyppoſe, a Perſon refolying 
ro join himſelf co their aniverſa! Church, and. 
in order thereto determining upon ab the 
farementioned Heads of Controverſy among 
them.. For by that time he has fo done, 
that is, has choſen his fide in all the afore- 
ſaid Queſtions ; Ir will be no lefs than a Mi- 
racle if he finds himſelf Orthodox and Catho- 
lick, in the Opinion of ten Perſons beſides 
himſelf; ir may be, the,univerſal Church will 
dvindle into. his fingle Perſon. For. theſe 
forty Parties of Trinttarians are not all of 
them ſo many viſible and affeciated Sees or 
Churches; but divers of them are Divifions 
and Herefies in one and the ſame affocijated 
Church : the Members of the ſame Church 
are.in theſe Points divided, and heretick to 
one another. And the Number. Forty affords. 
ſg many Changes; that (as I faid) perhaps 
it wjll be impoſlible to find ten Trinitarians,, 
who are intircly of a Mind in all theabovec- 
id Points and Queſtions. This eyident! 
reduces the (pretended) Carbolick Churc 
or Uniuirſal Church, to a much more .con-, 
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temptible Pauciry, than are the Worſhippers 
of one only GOD; or, as our Oppoſers by 


way of Jeſt ſometimes call us, the lzttle Flock - - 


ro which (however) their Father hath pro- 
mifed, to give them a Kingdom. : 

( 2.) Whereas: Trinitarians generally pre- 
tend; and that as an Argument which ought 
ro end all further Difpuce abour chefe Mar- 
rers; that the Trinity and- Incarnation arc 
Traditions. derived .down to our times,. thr 
all the intermediate Ages, and by all the 
Churches profeſſing Chriſtianity : theſe Di- 
vifions among them: plainly demonſtrate the 
contrary. For if the Trinity and Incarnation 
are Traditions, how comes it to paſs, that 
Trinicarians are in ſuch contrary Tales about 
them? how is it that nor ten of chem, per=- 
haps nox two of them,- are-in the ſame Sto-. 
ry concerning. them? They. agree in nothing 
but the Words Trinity and Incarnation and 
are forced to acknowledg, that thoſe.very 
Words are not only anſcriptural, but not ve- 
ry ancient. Tirtullian among the Latins, and 
Clemens Alexandr. among the Greeks, were the 
firſt of Chriſtians, who uſed the word Trinity : 
and for. Incarnation, I- do. not-remember 
it to be ſo ancient; 

Bur T have often wondred art this Pretence 
of moſt Trinitarians, that theſe Dodrines 
are Traditions from the firſt Ages of Chriſtia- 
nity. Onanother Account it 1s this; All the 
Criticks (without excepting one) who have 
made a Judgmenr-of rhe Writings of the Fa- 
thers of the firſt 3oo Years ; and particular- 
ly which of thoſe Writings are genuine and. 
uncorrupted, which wholly feigned or other- 
ways corrupted ; I fay, all the Cyitichs con- 
ſtantly make chis a Note of Forgery or Cor- 
ruption, if thoſe . Writings ſpeab any what ex- 
preſty: or . evidently of theſe. Doftrines,, namely, 
che Trinity and Incarnation, and the Queſti- 
ons on them depending, If theſe Do&rines 


_ were Traditions from the firſt Ages, the high- 


er. we aſcend jm Time, the more expreſs and 
clear would the Tradition. abour theny be ; 
And in confefling that *cis quire contrary, the . 
Criticks, (that is, the more Learned of the 
Trinirarians). have. given up the. Pretence ot 
Padition 
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Tradition and Antiquity, and make it proba-* 


ble, 1 may fay unavoidable, that theſe Do- 
Arines are not Traditions from the Ancients, 
bur Novelties, and Corruptions, and Depra- 
vations of genuine Chriſtianity. 

Whereas ſome have indeavour'd to evade 
rhis, by faying, Thoſe Farhers have made 
vo diſtin& Menrion of, -or Determination 1n 
rhefe Points 3 becauſe they were not con- 
rroverred in theirtimes, but afterwards be- 
gan tro be diſputed and dented by Men af- 
teting Novelty and Singularity. I anfwer, 
Nothing can be more frivolous or falſe than 
chis Pretext, For, 1. "tis notoriouſly falſe, 
rhat theſe Do&rimes were nor denied-in the 
rimes of choſe Fathers. 'The Naxarens and 
Theodotians are moreancient than any of the 
Fathers; and yer 'tis well known, nay, con- 
fe6'd by all, that thoſe Sets held the very 
Dodrines that are now called: Socznianiſm. 
2. Admitting there was as yet none .(or 
very little) Controverſy abourtheſe Points: 
yet becauſe they- are pretended to 'be the 
Eſſentials and Fundamentals of Chriſtianicy, 
ſo that he thar denies them, is an Aeretich ; 
and he that knows them not, is no Chriſtian; 
what can we rationally infer bur this, thar 
the Fathers, who have not delivered theſc 
Do&rines in-any of their Wrirings, neither 
believed nor knew chem, and thact they are 
a part of the gradual Corruptions which have 
ſo unhappily deformed che Church. 3. Ad- 
mitring once more, that there was as yer.no 
Controverſy about theſe Queſtions, which 
is the thing for which theſe learned, Men 
contend, and their only Excuſe on the behalf 
of thoſe firſt Fathers 3 yer this makes wholly 
for the Unitarians. For beſides this Defe&, 
the Fathers and firſt Ages have ſpoken in 
their Creed, altogether as the Socinan Uni- 
tarians now do, The Creed called the Apo- 
ftles ( becauſe it contains the true Apoſtolick, Do- 
ftrine and Tradition) was the only Creed of 
thoſe Fathers and Ages3. it was, as one of 
them ſpeaks of it, their Regula' Fidez ;,mobi- 
1s irreformabilis, i. et. the unchangable unalre- 
rable Rule of their Faich. Bur this Creed 
expreſſes the very DoGrine of the preſence 


Socinians, and not of the Church: -as-owr 
Oppoſers chemſelves are conſtrained to own, 
It attributerh the Appellation GOD, andthe 
Creation of Heaven and Earth, to only the 
Almighty Father, Ir deſcribeth the Son as 
only a Man; declaring his Conception by 
the Holy Ghoſt ings Womb of the Virgin 
Mary, his Birth, Death, RefurreRion and 
Aſcenfion inco Heaven, withour the leaſt In- 
timartion of an ercrnal Generatian from the 
Efſence of the Father 3 or that he or the 
Holy Ghoſt are GOD. It faich no higher 
thing of them, than'ic faith of clie Holy Ca- 
thelick Church ; I believe in the Holy Ghoſt, 
I believe ix the Holy Catholick-Church : for 
ſo (all know? this Creed is read in the Ori- 
ginatGreek, and by all rhe Fathers. 

. Is ir now, Sir, conceivable, that theſe 
DoQrines ſhould be (as Trinitarians pre- 


tend) a Traditios conſtantly preſerved 


when their. own Criticks reje& the Works of 
choſe firſt Fathers, as certaivly ſpurious or 
forged, char ſpeak any what direQly or ex- 


Plicitly of che Trinicy, and other depending 


Points and Queſtions ; and when befides their 
common and only Creed is undeniably Socinian 2 
I deny not, Sir, that the Fathers of the 
firſt 300 Years, whoſe Writings have been 
ſuffered to come down -to Pofterity, began 
ro Corrupt the true Dofrine concerning the 
Peron of our Saziours making him to be much 
greater than he was, trom about the Year 
150, ſome of them were gor into the Opi- 
nions, that were afterwards called Arianmſm 
or the Arian Trinity. Bur this I affirm, and 
all che Criticks among the Trinicarians do 
own it; -that thoſe Fathers ſpoke not of the Tri- 
nity, and of the Points and Queſtions thereon dt- 
pending, as the Church now doth ; they ſo held 
a kind of Trinicy, as not to deſtroy the Uni- 
ty of GOD; or chat only the Farther is try 
and properly GOD, Bur this was a Digrefſi- 
ON. 
I proceed to our fjth Reaſon againſt theſe 
Docrines. 
© They have been partly the dire and xt- 
* ceſſary Cauſes, partly che wnhappy Occafions 
*.of divers ſcandalous and: hurttul Errors and 
B 2 * Heirdſpes; 
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*Herefes ;- particularly of-choſe which com- 
*poſe the groſs Body of Popery. © 

Tis weliobſerved by fome, that one Abſur- 
dity (or Error) . being introduced, "tis always 
the Grownd and Occaſion of many more, This 
Aphorjſm was never more ſadly verified, 
than in che Doarines vfhe Trimty and In- 
carnation, For no footer were theſe Do- 
Arines, by the Counrenance of ſanguinary 
and zrbitrary Edids of. rhe Bizantine Empe- 
rours,, become rhe. more general and current 
Belief of the Churches, bur rhere 1mmedt-- 
arcly. broke in after them, rhat Swarm of 
abſurd and hererical DoQrines which have 
no lefs than ſubverted the true and primitive 
Chriſtianiry. 

I, The frſt-born of the Trinity was the Su- 
premacy of the Pope. A. few Biſho 
f#jtb Parc of the Biſhops of the ck 
Church, having preſumed in the Council of 
Nice, Amo 325, to derermine for the whole 
Catholick Church ſo great a Point as this ; 
that there is more than one Dicine and Eternal 
Perſon : they ſent the new Creed and Adts of 
that Councy, to the Churches and Biſhops 
who had nor been prefent at ir; to be by 
them ſubſcribed. Hereupon the Biſhops of 
Afiz aſſembling chemfelves in about 3o pro- 
incial Councils, rejeed the Word Conſub- 
Fania! (or of the ſame Subſtance with the 
Father) im which the whole Myftery of 771- 
uitarianiſn, and rhe Strefs of che Nene Creed, 
daes lie : they would by no means admit of 
this Word. So faith Marcus Epheſin, the 
moſt Learned of the Greehs, Comil. Florent, 


The Biſhops of Germany and of Belgium 
Chow che Low-Countries) and of Gavu! (now 
Fran) and of the three Provinces of Great 
Britaixz, would nor receive the Creed of 
Wice;. giving this Reaſon, that the Word 
Conſnbſtantial is unſeriptural. Sv ſaith Se. 
Hilarz, that great Adverſary of the Arians 
and other Unitartans, rowards the beginning 
of, his Book, de Syned. 


The Eiſhops of Africa ſeem not ſa much as . 
ro have raken into their Archives or Regt- . 
vices, the. As, Cayors, of Creed of Ne... 


een er ED EIN 


nota. 


For in the Year 418, in a Conteſt berween 
them and the Biſhop of Rome ; they ſent to 
Conftantinople and Alexandria, for Copics of 
rhe AQts of che Nicene Council, Concal, Car- 
thag. 6. Anno gi. 

The Nicme Councit being thus refuſed and 
ny by all the confiderable Nations pro- 
feſmg Chriſtianiry : the Nicen: FaRion of 
Biſhops began to conſult of a way, how to 
ſettle their beloved. Doftrine by pokicical 
Arts; attd at length they reſolved upon this 
Expedient. 

Amo 347, having got on their fide the 
Emperor Confims; and finding rhat. rhe Bi- 
ſhops and Church of Rowe were thorowly in 
their Intereſts, they aſſembled in Counci! 
at Sardice, and there made thoſe famous Ca- 
nons, on which (all learned Men know) 
the Authority ard Supremacy of the Bi- 
ſhops of Rowe is wholly grounded, and 
which thoſe Biſhops have ever fince exer- 
Ciſcd, In ouane, to ſe- 
cure the Biſhops and other. Ecclefiaſticks of 
the Nice Parcy (now called Trivitarians) in 
their Biſhopricks and other Church-Digut- 
ries 3 and ro ezet from. time to time all V1i- 
tarians, - Bur theſe Politicians were quite 
out, in hoping for ſuch an Effet : they were 
fo far from governing the Catholick Church 
by choſe Canons, thar they ferved to no o- 
cher purpoſe, bur the inflaving the Makers 
of them and their Succeffors to rhe Popes of 
Rojne. But for a fuller Account, Sir, of this 
Serican Council (or rather Convemicle) 1 
refer " to the 4s of Athanaſius, lately 

blifhed, in which che Hiſtory of theſe Be- 
_— of rhe Catholick Church is fully re- 


2, In the Year 431, it was concluded and 
determined by the Trinitarian FaQtion, af- 
fermbled in Council at Epheſus ; rhar GOD the 
Son was truly and properly incarnate in the 
Womb of ' the. Virgin Mary, and was borx of 
her ; ſo that Mary was not only. yen, 
Mother of Chviff,” but Seor0es, Mother of God, 
This bla - and contradiQory Con- 
chifron being once made 3 immediacely they . 


' fell ro worſhipping and praying to her. If 
GOD 
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60D the Son is to be worthipp'd and invo- 
vated, ſhall we turn our Backs on the Mother 
#f God 2 Shall not ſhe be able to help us, at 
leaſt by way of Interceſſion, to whom the An- 
gel ſaid, Thou art highly honoured of GOD ; and 
who was (asit were) Wife ro GOD the Fa- 
ther, and (in very Deed) Mother ro GOD 
the Son ? Farher Simon, inthe 34 Chapter of 
the Critical Hiſtory. of the Religions of the 
Eaſt, faith, * It is chiefly ſrace- the Birth of 
© Neftorianiſm ( chat is fince the Council of E- 
© pheſivs) chat ſo much reſpeX hath been 
© ſhown to the Virgin Mary. He means, ſhe 
was not ſo much worfhipp'd and invocated, 
till chat Council had: determined again(t Ne- 
ſtorius, thar ſhe is 2427505, Mother of GOD, 
Bur Father Simon will never be ableto ſhow, 
that Holy Mary was at all worſhipp'd or pray- 
ed unto, till the Epheþs Conncil had decreed, 
thas ſhe is to be deem'd the Mother of GOD, 
I do challenge him, or any for him, to pro- 
duce any Teſtimony. of.the. Ancients for the 
Worſhip and Invocation of Mary, thatis fo 


ancient as the Epheſin Council. This Father- 


ſhould therefore have dealr as thgenuonſly 
and freely in this Cafe, as-is his manner m 
moſt orhers.;3..or ſhould have faid-nothingar 
all of. this matter, but haye cho {ome orher 
Inſtance to confirm whas he had: to fay. He 


ſhould have owned what he knows to be the 


Truth, that as the DoRrine of the Incarn@» 
tion produced this impious and ſenileſs Con- 
clufion, that Mary is.the Mocher of GOD 3; fo 
rhat Conelution was the Cauſe of the xdolola- 
trical Worſhip and Invyocation:of her, by 
the far grearcr part of Chriſtians; even by 
all Catbolicks (to called) and. by the. whole 
Eaſtern Church. : 

3. After Mary was worſhipp'd and prayed 
to, it ſoon became the-Cuttom to pray alſo 
te the Apoſites and Martyrs, and atrerwards 
ro other Saints, and. reputed Saints.. For if 
Mary who (confefſedly 
and a Saint ; chough ſhe was Morher of GOD 


can help us by her Intercefhion : Why may 


was bus a Womnas. 


and other Sls, had been but 4 little whiſe 
received in the Churches ; -but it occaſioned 
the Worſhip of their Images and Pictures.. 
For if the Saints are to be worſhipp'd, then 
fo too are their Images and PijAures, with 4 
relative Worſhip 3 that is, for the fake of thoſe 
whomthey repreſent; and ſo thar the Wor- 
ſhip e/timately terminares, not'in the Image, 
bur in the Sainc, Even as the Royal Chair, 
or Throne, is worſhipp'd for the King's ſake, 
though he be abſent. 

$5. The Queſtion abour the Worſhip of I- 
mages, was long conrefted in the' Church. 
Thoſe rhar ſtood for that Worſhip, 'thoughr 
it a very heinous Diſreſpe&1to our Saviour ; 
that no Honour. ſhould be ſhown to his Pj- 
cture or Image, no more than if itwere the 
Image or Picture of az Hiathey God, And 
this was @ very common Argument and Alle- 
gation, againft che Oppoſers of Image-Wor- 

tp. . In anſwer ro this, the Fathers of the 
2th General Council (amo 7 $4 ) ſaid, * There 
©15 bur one Image or Repreſentation of rhe 
©Lord- Chriſt, + rneadbSevmrr ty fuygrtta 


© 2grevs the Bread given tous is the Sacrament. . 


This Counci conſiſted of 386 Fathers. Bur 
rhe comTary Party at length prevailed; and : 
K was-concluded, both for the having and 


wortbipping of Images, and by way of Sap». 
pon ek chat-the : Sacrament Þ noe rhe 

Sign, Image or Repreſemation of Chriſt,-. 
bur 2742 and very Chriſt ; the Bread and Wine + 
afrer the Words of the Confecrarion {though - 
they agree not, which are the Words of Con- 
ſecrarion} being ternedinto the the rr! Bo- 


'Tis true the Grreks' uſed nor the word 
utTewian; (Tranſubftantiztion) will within 
this goo Years, bur they ufed equivalent: 
words, were Io, WeTuSOmethwri, werdC cw - 
x, and ſuch like. If avy Wonder that fuch 
abſurd and-conmradiftory Dpfrines, as the- 
Tranſvb{t antiation and the rea! *PYeſevce, mer 
with fo lizthe Oppoſition; \t# the Gree and! 
Eatin Charches ; ſuch an'bne may make theſe” 


rwo Refle&tions. Firſt, that thoſe Churches-; 

were led avit were by the Hand to thoſe Dos»: 

Qrines,. by-certaitt Conſequences from: che . 
Doaringcs 4 


not others, .who were perhaps as great Saints 
as ſhe? 


4; The PraRice of worſhipping Holy Afary 
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-Doe@rines of - the Trinity and Incarnation, 
thus, © -There 15a Trinity of Divine Perſons, 
one of rheſe was incarnate in the Womb of 
the Virgin; ſhe is thereupon the . Mother of 
.GOD : if che Son of GOD is undoubredly to 
be worſhipp'd,- then fo roo is the Morher of 
GOD ; if Holy Mary, then others whowere 
as much Saints as ſhe; if Chrift and the 
Saints, then for their Sakes their Images al- 
ſo, which are Signs of them. But Chriſt 
hath appointed the Sacramental Elements, 
as the only Signs of his Body : This is a Difh- 
culry indeed : Therefore to. defend Image- 
Worlhip,, we: will ſay, che Sacrament is not 
the Sign, but the'yery Body of Chrift GOD- 
MAN. - Secondly, /it may be farther  confi- 
dered, that theie Churches having already 
ſwallowed-ſ{o many palpable Contradiftions 
ro' Reaſon, Scripture, and -firſt Antiquiry 
io the Dodrines of the Trinity and Incarna- 
tionz- they now ſtuck at nothing. -Ir.became 
now the. Note and Mark of att Heretick, to 
talk of;; Abſurdities and - Contradiftions, 1n 
any Doarine whatſoever ; and the Chara- 
&er of a Catholick or Orthodox -Perſon, if 
one had no regard art all to ſuch things, bur 
only to, help forward the Humour and Cur- 
rent of Superſtition 3; that is, - co beheve in- 
credible Tales abour the Saints, : and monſtrous 
Opirions concerning GOD, and - the Sacra- 
ments of che Church. 

6, That the Holy- Scriptures are not a 
a compleat Rule, not ſufficient to dire our 
Faich and Praftice,.-wirhaut ,the Aid and 
Help of the Churches J#adition y all know 1s 
one of the Errors of the Roman Catbolicks, 
and .which- chey could: never yet be-/per- 
ſwaded ro give up. Askthem, what ground 
they have for ſuch an Opinion? They an- 
{wer as one Man; *Tis notorious and unde- 
niable chat the principal Arcicles of the Chri- 
ſtian Fich, che Trinny and Incarnation, 
cannot be proved by. only Scriprure. They 
profes openly-and jngenuoufly, that the V- 
wtarians have certainly beaten all chetr Op- 
poters at thoſe two Weapons, mere Soraprure 
and Reajon. Tk 

7. Another Birch of the Truurarian Do- 


ew 


Arines is the Papal Indulgentes; with all that 
Merchandize of 'Souls that has "followed up- 
on them. Firſt, and by way of Foundari- 
on it ts ſuppoſed, that the Lord Chriſt is 
GOD as well as Man ; and that he being GOD 
incarnate our Nature, his Righreouſneſs 
and Suffcrings muſt needs be of infinite Va- 
lue. * Next it is held, that the Sufferings of 
Chriſt, who is-GOD-MAN, and of the Saints, 
are the Treaſure which he hat givtn to the Church ; 
which Treaſure is to be diſpenſed by his V;- 
cay, even the Pope or Biſhop of Rome, The 
Diſpenfations of this Treaſure to particular 
Perfons, by the Pope himſelf, or choſe who 
are by him authorized, are called I:4»lgences ; 
and have been bought 'at mighty Rates, by 
thoſe who thought they had need of them, 
either for themſelves or their dead Friends, 
8. The laſt of their Paradoxes which I 
ſhall now: mention, and which is common 
ro all Trmitarians, and-'is (by their own 
Confeſſion) a neceflary uence of-rhe 
Incarnation, is their Dodrine of the Satiſ- 


jattion 


The Holy Scriptures ſay, Almighty God 
of his Grace and Goodneſs doth pardon our 
Sins, on the Conditions of Faith and Repen- 
cance on -our Parts. The Scriprures are ſo 
expreſs in aſcribing our Pardonand Delive- 
rance from Hell and Damnation, to the 
Mercy and Grace of GOD forgiving us; thar 
Trinitarians dare nor direQly deny it ſo to 
be : 'but then becauſe they prerend that 
GOD: was incarnate, - and--ſuffered in our 
ſtead, rhey -are' forced. to this Concluſion, 
That God hath freely pardoned, and yet was 
infinitely overpaid for all our Tranſgreflions 
and Sins, That of his mere Grace, the Abun- 
dance and Riches of his Grace, he will pardon 
and ſave the Penitent, becauſe he hath re- 
ceived for them a Price of Redemption, able 
to redeemas many Worlds ; as he is pleaſed 
to pardon or ſave. particular Sinners, 

Theſe are che Branches growing upon 
the Trimtarian Stock 5 theſe the Fruits of 
thar Tree: Bur ſuch as the Fruits or Conſe- 
quences of theſe DoQrines have been, ſuch 
alſo was their Original and Extraction 3, as 
we 
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we ſhall ſee in; the next, which is our ſixth 
Reaſon or Exception againſt them. 

« They are of Paganick or Heathen Deſcent 
£and Original, and' were introduced into 
© the Church by che Platonich Philofophers, 
* when they came over to Chriſtianity. 

One of our. Diſpures with the Trinitarians 
is concerning the Original-of cheſe DoQrines, 
from whomthey are derived, or by whom 
they were inyenred? He thar is generally 
(and indeed deſervedly) confeſs'd to have 
written the moſt learnedly on this Subje@, 15 
D.Cudworth,in the Inte[efFual Syſtem. The Sum 
of what he ſaith, up and down, in that large 
Book in behalf of the Trinity, is this, © The 
* Chriſtian Trinity is the very ſame. with che 
© Trinity of rhe. Platonick Philoſophers : Yet 
©we are not to think, that. the Platoniſts were 
©the firſt Authors or Deviſers of rhe: Trini- 
©ty: Plato learned it of Parmeniats, 'Parme- 
© nides of- the Pythagoreans, Pytbagoras from 
© Orpheus and the Books of Egyptian Hermes, 
© and other. Hermaic Books,, which Books 
© contained the Arcane Theolagy.of rhe Z- 
© zyptians, The Magick or Chalday Oracles, 
* and the Mitbraick Myſteries,. both .of them 
© derived from Zoroaſter. (4 moſtancient and 
* ſage King of the Badtrians and Perfians,)  ex- 
© preſs alſo the Myſtery of the. Trinity, 
*The Romans had their: Capitotine Trinity, 
© which they derived from the Phrygians, 
* they from, the Samothracians, This Con- 
' fenx of Philoſophers and Nations makes ir 
more than probable, and no leſs than cer- 
' rain, that the Trinity was-no humane In- 
* vention, for how ſſ2141d ſo many jump in the 
(ame gronmndleſs Conctit z but. a Theology of 
* Divine Original, even a Part of the.Cabala 
Tradition or oral Law of the Fews, . which 
* they . had from. Moſes, and he from GOD, 
*which alſo is the Opinion of Eyſebizs and 
« Ty0dortt, he ableſt Hiſtorians and Antiqua- 
« xjes of rhe Primicive Church. 

To make up weight I will fling into the 
Scale three Authorities, alrogerher as conf; - 

 derable and auchenrick, as any of theſe al- 
edged by Dr. Cudwortb., Let chem cake the 
Greciay Trinity, which 15s. much older. than 


the Romar, Phryzian or S$1n0thrawian :; Let 
ther rake the Books of Hytypes, another 
moſt anciem and ſage King of the Medes ; 
which Books are celebrated by L1fGaitins, 
and other Fathers. We willalſo give chem 
the Sybilliz Oracles or Verſes, which ſpeak io 
expreſly of the Father, Son, and Spiric, 
and even of che Incarnation, that no Trinita- 
1ian or Arian can deliver himſelf more ex- 
plicitly or evidently, 

He faith, * How ſhould ſo many Philoſo- 
© phers and Nations jump in the ſame ground- 
© leſs Conceit ? - Theretore the Triniry is a 
© part of: the Jewiſh: Cabala or Oral Law, and 
* was from them borrowed by other Narions, 
* and by the Philoſophers. I omit thar the 
Nations and- Philoſophers by .him mentioned 
are: bur few : Bur all Men know, there was 
an ncomparably greater Conſent. of Nations 
and Philoſophers in Polytheiſm, or the Ao 
knowledgment and Worſhip of many diſtinf# Gods. 
And that Conſideration ſhould have made 
this learned Author aware, that- a ſurpri- 
Zing Conſent of mary 15 not always the Etfe&t 
of a divine Tradition, but roo often of a. dia 
bolical Suggeſtion, or other Caules.- 

Again, ſuppoſing the aforeſaid Conſent of 


Philoſophers and Nations ; yer "tis very odly 


facher*d by a Proteſtant Divine, on a Cabala 


Tradition or Oral Law of the Zerws, *Tis 


one of the Principles of us Proceſtants, to 
diſclaim all (pretended) Cabala's and Tra- 
ditions, wherher of Zews or Chriſtians; aud 
to believe rhere never was any other Divine 
Tradition, bur only rhe Books. of the Old 

and New Teſtamenrs, | 
Iam ready to diſpute this Point-at large 
with any of our Oppoſers, whenever they 
ſhall think fir again co infiſt on ic, In che 
mean tume. I take norice, that indeed rhe 
Phariſees haying deviſed of their own Heads 
divers Dodt)ines and Rites; to give chem 
the grearer Authority, they called them Tra- 
dicions, 2nd pretended they were a Cab; 
or Oral Law, deltvcred originally by Miſes, 
Bar the ſounder part of the Zews themſelves, 
even ali .ve Kraus difown any ſuch Tradirt- 
on or Laiv,. And our Saviour;wholſe Aurho- 
rity 
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rity T hope may he equivalent to Evſebius or 
Teeoaovtts, calls theſe Traditions and this 
(prerended) aw, not a Fheology of divine O- 
riemal, 
Mex, Marrh. 15. 6, 9g. Nor 1s there any 
mention or leaſt Intimation of ſuch a Cabala 
or Laiy, in any of the Books of the Old Te- 
ſtamevr, And it ſeems incredible, that a- 
mong ſo many of rhe Holy Writers there 
ſhould be no where found ſo muehas any Al- 
lufionto their Cavzla, 1f indeed they had ac- 
knowledged or known of any” ſuch thing : 
Why did not Eſdras, when he colle&ted m- 
ro one, the ſcattered and diſperſed Canon of 
Scciprure, withour omitting the Proverbs of 
Solomon, and others, or his Book of Love ; 
why gid he nor at the ſame time commit to 
Wrirmg, and publiſh the Divine Cabala, of 
ſo much more 4xtbority and Conmrnment, than 
divers Pieces by him publiſhed and added to 
She Law ? 

Furchermore, admitting the (pretended) 
afcreſaid Conſent of ſome Philoſophers and 
Nations, and alſo a Tradition, Cavala, or 0- 
14] Law of the Jews : yer 'cis certain the Tri- 
nity is no part of thar Cabala: For all the 
World knows that the Jews, though they 
Nri&ly adhere co their Cabala, yer are ſo far 
from acknowledging a Trinity, chat this Do- 
Qrine is the very Stumbling-block which hin- 
ders their entring into the Church. That 
whole Nation, and all the Sets of them, 
hold the Chriſtians ro be Polytheiſts and [- 
dolaters, on che Account of the DoQrine of 
the Trinity. They pronounce Chriſtianicy 
ro bea much worſe Idolatry than Jeroboam's 
Calves: Which were not two fiQirious Gods 
added to the true one ;, but only Images of 
the Cherabims, as the Cherubims were Hiero- 
glytick Reſemblances of rhe one true GOD, 
So that though rhe tex Tribes were guilty of 
a kind of Idolarry, by their worſhipping the 
true GOD under forbidden Reſemblances, 
(for though rhe Cherubims chemſelves were 
fer up by GOD's Order; yet not for Wor- 
ſhip, or ro common Sight) they were not 
Polytheifs;, they owned with all the reſt of 
rhe Jews, bur one Divine Perſon, 


bur Dodtrines and Commandments of 


I doubt nor, Sir, bur that you perceive, 
that the whole Force of Dr, Cadworth's Ar- 
gument, from the (ſuppoſed) Conſent of 
ſome Nations and Philoſophers, is cnervared ; - 
and thar ſuch (pretended) Conſent, notwith- 
ſtanding the Trinity, .is not (as he ſays) 4 
Theology of Divine Tradition, bur merely and 
ſolely of Paganich and Heathen Extraftion ; 
and brought: intro the Chriſtian Church by 
the Platonich Philoſophers, when they came 
over to Chriſtianity. - 

I could now tell you, Sir, that whereas Dr, 
Cudworth brings in his Phileſopbers, Oracles, 
Kings and Nations, as believing and aſſerting 
the Trinity 5 even in the dark times of Hea- 
theniſm : chis is all mere Flouriſh and Rhodo- 
»ontade, For, firſt, as to the Books of Her- 
mes, Zoroafttr, and Hyftaſpts, as alſo the Sy- 
billin and Chalday or Magick Oracles, they are 
all of chem Forgeries, partly of rhe Jews, 2 
little before the Nativity of our Saviour, 
partly of the Chriſtians of the ſecond and 
third Centuries, And this is ſo generally a- 
greed, and fo clearly demonſtrated by rhe 
Criticks, thac I was extreamly ſurprized to 
ſce fuch Authorities alledged in a Book writ- 


ten by Dr. Cudworth, a Man (if any other) 


char inche DeleR of geruine and fold Prog 
tinche (e) 

the moſt Learned muſt have recourſe to ſuch 
as their Cauſe will afford. Next, as to the 
Nations and Philoſophers by him mentioned ; 
the Anthors that knew thoſe Nations and 
Wricers, better than art this Diſtance of time 
we now can; particularly the moſt learned 
Plutarch and Latrtivs ; chefe Authors ſay, 
thar thoſe Philoſophers and Nations did nor 
hold a Triniry, but a Duality of Principles 
or Gods, that is, a good and a bad GOD. 
And by what they fay of thoſe Gods or 
Principles, they ſeem ro mean no more than 
whar we are taught in Holy Scripture, con- 
cerning GOD and that malign (bur ſubordi- 
nare) Spirir called the Devil and Satan. 

Bur you will ſay, che Platoniſis held a Tri- 
nity of Divine Perſons. Yes, fome of them 
did : Ifay ſome of them ; for che more learn- 
ed Plawifis ({uch as Fanblichus, Proches, 

. * and 
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and Plato himſelf) did not think their (ima- 
gin'd) Trinity to be the ſupream GOD 3 
ut that over their Trinity there is one moſt 
ſimple Monadich or ſolitary Bring, who 1s GOD 
of Gods, and the firſt Author of all things, 
If you ask, How the vulgar Platoniſts came 
to ſtumble upon a Trinity ? I anſwer 3 They 
finding thar the firſt Philoſophers had called 
GOD, Hen and Tagathon, or th? One and the 
Good; as alſo Logos Nous and Sophia, or the 
Reaſon (Cor WORD) the Mind and Wiſaon : 
And finally, Pſche, the Soul, becauſe he per- 
yades and governs the World, as the Soul 
does the Body : They being the moſt fanci- 
ful and Enthuſfiaſtical of all Men, exceeding 
the Quakers in Enthuſiaſm, and the Bebme- 
niſts in Fanciſulneſs and Aﬀettation of Myſtery ; 
miſtook the aforementioned Properties of the 
Divine Nature for Perſons, or wiltully and 
affe&tedly allegoriz'd them into Perſons, Hen 
and Tagathon (the One and the Good) they 
made to be the ſame, even the Father and 
Fountain of the Deity 3 becauſe all Number 
proceeds from On? or Unity; and becauſe 
Goodneſs (as theſe Philoſophers often ſpeak) 
is better than Reaſon or Wiſdom, Nos, Lo- 
20s, and Sophia, (that is, Mind, Reaſon, and 
Wiſdom) being but equivalent Words, of 
theſe they made the ſecond Perſon ; or (as 
ſome of them call him) the Sou. Pſyche, or 
rhe Mundane Soul! was the third ; becauſe 
Reaſor or Wiſdom ts better than, and ſuperi- 
our to all things but Tagathon or Goodneſs. 
There 1s, Sir, a certain Fate always at- 
rending on Error, by which ſhe is firſt or 
laſt betrayed and expoſed, cven by thole 
who ſeek to maintainand defend her. There- 
fore though Dr. Cudworty hath ſpent ſo ma- 
many Sheers in diſcovering a Trinity among 
ſeveral Philoſophers and Nations more an- 
cicnt than the Platcniſts, yer he hath ſome- 
where unſaid all again, and confeſs'd thar the 
{atonickh Trinity was nothing but an AﬀeRa- 
tion or Blunder of rhoſe Philoſophers ; and 
as I juſt now faid, ecirher thcir Miſtake or 
their Exchange of the Properties of the D1- 
vine Nature, for ſo many Divine Perſons, 
lis own Words (ar p. 206 of the Intel, Syſtem) 


are thete ; © We have propofcd the thirce 
< principal Pr0p2rtizs or Artrivures of the Dei- 
*ry. The firit whereof is infinite GOOL- 
©NESS with Fecundiry ; the ſecond infinite 
* WISDOM or Knowledg ; rhe third infinice 
* activeand perceptive POWER, From which 
*rhree Divine Arrribures and Properrtics, 
© che Pythagorians and Platoniſts ſeem to have 
© framed their Trinity. So ar legnth this 
learned Perſon hath given ir up to us, after 
ſo great Endeavours to prove the contrary, 
that the Trinity 15 of mere Paganich and 
Heat\en Original, the Device or the Miſtake of 
the Platoniſts. 

Our laſt Exception or- Reaſon is this, 

*As the Trinity, when firſt brought into 


_ ©rhe Church by the Platoniſts, did by its na- 


*tural Abſurdicy and Impoſflibility, give a 
*Check and Stop to the Progreſs of che Go- 
* ſpel; ſoever fince ir has ſerved to propa- 
© oate Deiſm and Atheiſm, and to hinder the 
* Converſion of che Fews and Mahometans, 
*and the He2th:y Nations not yet turned to 

* Chriſtianity, | 
You cannot, Sir, expe& in a fingle Ler- 
ter, a Jarge and ample Proof of this Aſſer- 
tion of mine : but however I will fay here- 
upon enough to convince you, or any other 
unprejudic'd Perſon, thar [ am able to make 
ſuch a Proof of it (whenever ir ſhall be de- 
nied by our Oppolers) as will very much 

ſ\urprize the Idolaters of cheſe DoRrines, 
For the firſt Part of chis Aﬀlercion, I will 
now content my ſelf with che plain Acknow- 
ledgmenr of Laff.:tirts, Injiit, L, 1. £ 29, 
This learned ard eloquent Fatb:y, diſpuring 
conceraing theſe very Doctrines, fays, F0: - 
tafſe querat ic aliquis, &c, © Here ſome one 
* may perhaps ask&, How, though Chriftians 
* profels to worihip but one GOD, yer we 
© ſeem to bcheve and hnould rwo Gods, GOD 
© the Father, and GOD the $3n? This Darin: 
© bath been a great Stuz6lting-loce t9 many, wha 
* confeis thar 1n other Points of che Chriſtian 
© Do&rine, we ſpeak what is provable and fir 
*ro be imbraced, bur 1n this they think we 
© fumble, chat we hold a ſecond GOD, and 
© him ailo a mortal one, or one who could dic, 
G Y9y 
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You may pleaſe, Sir, here to rake notice, 
that the Reaton why Laftativs mentions on- 
Iy ewo God:, the Father and the Son 3 was 
becauſe the Pivinicy of the Holy Spirit was 
not yer bUlizved, or (I think) to much as 
menioncd by any. "ihe Council of Nice It 
ſelt durit not ſay the Holy Ghoſt is GOD3 
no, nor the Council of Conſtantinople 1n ex- 
preſs Terms ; For as Pettavins has noted che 
Party of the Prernatomacyz (1.8, thote who 
Cenicd the Divivicy of the Spirit) were yer 
rhe more powertul Party 1a the Church. D. 
Petav. ds Trin,l, t.C. 1.4. f. 14, 40d 21. SEE 
alſo Hutins, Origenia!, l, 2,7. 2.4. 2. ſet. 10. 

As to Deiſm and A4thtiſm: Some (orher- 
ways diſcerning Men) have not Judgment e- 
nough to diſtinguiſh berween the corrupted 
and rhe ſincere Parts of Religion, bur they con- 
iider the whole of Religion togerher, and 
jadg 1c to be all of ir falſe, or ali tru. From 
rhcie two ſorts of Men proceed all che Deiſts, 
and moſt, if not all A4thiuſts, The Atheiſt re- 
ics all Religion whatſoever, for the ſake of 
iome unaccountable and abſurd things, which 
vulgarly paſs for the principal Articles of 
Religion, The Deiſt, far more judicious, 
reze&s hereupon only all poſitive or revealed 
Religion, and rakes up with natural Religion, 
z.e, with the Belief of a GOD, whole Pow- 
cr and Wiſdom he plainly ſees 1n the St: 4- 
ctr2 and Contrivance of the World, and with 
che Dicares of Reaſon, and our congenit and 
natural Notions concerning moral and im- 
moral, or good and ev1l. 

This, Sir, is nor a Place to argue cirher 
againſt che Dciſt or Atheiſt ; I had here only 
co obſerve, that from the abſurd Corruptt- 
ons of true Religion, by injudiciorrs or faictful 
Men, have and do ariſe all the Deiſm, and 
moſt parc of rhe Arkeiſm with which our 
Ape is inicited, 

There is ſo muciz the more Reaſon for 
our urmo!t Indeavcurs, to withitana the far- 
ther Progrefs of thoſe rwo, eitm and that 
Pelt ot Achciſm,by purging Religion of all che 
c nradictory and impothble Doftrines which 
g1ve ©Ccation to thoſe Miſtakes,becauſe Chri- 
ttaniry has alrcady loft ſo much ground to 


Mabometiſm or Turciſm. Mahomet is affirmed 
by divers Hiſtorians, to have had-no other 
Deſign in pretending himſelf to be a Pro- 
pher, but to reſtore the Belief of the Unity of 
GOD, which at thar time was extirpared a- 
mong the Eaſtern Chriftians, by the Do- 
QArines of the-Trinity and Incarnation. They 
will have it, that Mahozret meant not his Re- 
ligion ſhould be eſteemed a new Religion, 
bur only rhe Reſtirution of the true Intent of 
the Chriſtian Religion, They athrm more- 
over, that the Mahonitan learned Men call 
themſelves the try? Diſciples of the 1/525 or 
Chriſt; intimared thereby char Chriſtians 
are Apoſtaces trom the moſt efſencial Parts of 
the DoRriue of the M tas 3 ſuch as the Uni- 
ty of GOD; and chac he is co be worſhipp'd 
without Images or PiRures, in Spirit and in 
Truch. Burt whatſoever the Deſign of 3/4- 
homet was, *cis certain Mahometiſn has pre- 
vailed over greater Numbers and more Nati- 
ons, than at this Day — Chriſtianity : 
Nay, it has worn Chriſtianity our of great 
part of Europe, moſt of 47a, and all Roman 
Africa 3 not by Force and the Sword, for the 
Mahometans grant Liberty of Religion co all 
the conquered Provinces of Chriſtians z bur 
by thar one Trurh in the Alchoran, the Unity 
of GOD. The Natuwalneſs of their Belief of 
rhe Uniry of God, and the unreconcilable In- 
contiſtence of the Trinity with thar Belief, 
make it impoſiiyle ever to reconcile rhe Ma- 
hometans (whether Tirks, Moors, or Perſians) 
ro Chriſtianiry, This 1s that by which both 
they and the 7ews are perpetually and with- 
our Hope of regaining them, alienated from 
us, that they ſuppoſe rhe Trinity ro be the 
Dofrine of all Chriſtians ; and from thence 
conclude, that modern Chriſtianity is no bet- 
ter nor other than a fort of Paganiſm and Ha- 
thenijm. 

The Nations alſo who are yer Pagans, re- 
ze Chriſtianity for the ſake of rhe corrupr 
Docrines agatutt which we are arguing, Of 
this there has beena calamitous Inſtance 1n 
the Tartars, Tiwus warltke Pcople, who have 
made rhem(clves to terrible by their Cavalry, 
ro rhie great hingdoms of Pez and Jſro- 
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7, and even to Germany it ſelf, were loſt to 
Chriſtianity by Occafion of the Dofrines of 
the Trinity, &c. Inthe Year 1245, Pope 
T:ocent IV fent an Ambaſſage to Bati Cham of 
Tartary, inviting him to the Chriſtian Religi- 
on: Bt received the Ambaſſage civilly 
bur when he heard from the Religiors ſenr ro 
inſtru& him, what were the chief Points of 
rhe Chriſtian Faith, che Trinity, the Incar- 
nation, the Tranſubſtantiation, ec, He 
thank'd the Pope for his Kindneſs, and pro- 
miſed ro make no Incurfions inco the Chriſtj- 
an Countries for five Years next inſuing ; but 
wichal declared himſelf nor farisfied with 
the Chriſtian Religion, as repreſented to him, 
Immediately afrer the Saracens ſent a like 
Ambaſlage ro Bati, recommending to him 
(faith the Kiſtorian) Maboretzs ſeft.am tan- 
quam plauſiviliorem, 1.e, The more plauſible Sect 
of Mahomet: And theſe prevailed, Bati and 
the whole Nation of the Tartars ſubmirting 
ro Mahometiſn, in which they continue to this 
Day, and are both the Shiz/d and Sword of 
chat way of acknowledging and worſhipping 
GOD. L. Swrivs Comment, verum in Orbe Geſt, 
Theſe, Sir, are the Damages ſuſtained by 
Chriſtianity, by occaſion of theſe Do&rines : 
I believe by that time you have well confi- 
dered them, you will conclude, theſe Do- 
Arines will never repair half the Waſtes 
they have already made in our Holy Religion; 
and that they are honeſt Men who are jcalous 


of, and defirous to inquree very ftritly into 
the Grounds of ſuch Paradoxical Perſviaſions 
as have already given ſuch deep Wounds to 
our common Cauſe of Chriſtianity. 

I will conclude, Sir, for this time, with 
only relling you, gzgt che Re2ſ9u;7 I have gi- 
ven, might al! of them have been much an- 
plified and illytr.ited 5 and ſome of them preat- 
ly exageerrated, Bur that 1s a Detign hardly 
praQicable ina Letter 3 the Brevity of a Let- 
rer even conſicained me to lay before you 
what I had to ſay in fry Words, and in a 
plain and ſincere Diſcourſe, without the Art. 
or Pomp of Rhetorick, Nor am I offended 
at itz for our Cauſe needs nor thoſe Helps. 
Till our Oppoſers can extinguiſh Reaſon and 
common Senſe in Men ; while there are any 
left who are not wholly Prieſt-ridden, who 
have not abandoned the Condu& and Gui- 
dance of Reaſon and natural Knowledg for thar 
of a Co:feſſsr, that is ro ſay, 4 Divine Light for 
an Iznis faturs, or Will-a-wiſp: Solong (I 
think) we need not be very ſollicirous, whe- 


ther our Diſcourſes or Writings concerning 


theſe Doarines, be alrogerher ſo [avoured and 
artificial, as our Oppoſers muſt cake Care that 


theirs are, 
SIR, 
I am your moſt 


Obliged and Aﬀlured. 


FINES 


